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Remarks 

Claims 1-5 and 12 were acted upon in the aforesaid Office 
Action. No claim has been canceled and no new claim has been 
added, leaving claims 1-5 and 12 for further consideration. 

The drawings were objected to for not showing "collars", 
which was a term used to describe a structure believed by 
Applicants to be shown in Fig. 11 of the drawings. In the 
amended claims herein, the term "collar" has been removed. 

Similarly, the specification was objected for not 
supporting the claims wherein "collars" and "collar" with a 
"fixed length" and "fixed diameter" were used. These terms have 
been deleted from the claims. 

Further, claims 1-5 and 12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
112 for lack of support in the specification for use of the 
terms "collar", "fixed length" and "fixed diameter". As noted 
immediately above, these terms have been deleted from the 
claims. 

Claims 1-4 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,911,732 - Hojeibane in view 
of U.S. Patent No. 5,681,345 - Euteneuer. 

As amended, claim 1 is limited to an apparatus for reducing 
mitral regurgitation. The apparatus comprises a body which is 
self-cinching from a first configuration for delivery into the 
coronary sinus to a second contracted configuration for exerting 
a force onto the posterior annulus. The elongated body is 
reconfigured by the self-cinching to the contracted 
configuration. 
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Hojeibane relates to a stent which is expandable radially 
to dilate a blood vessel. The stent serves as an expander and 
does not appear to be concerned with self-cinching, or otherwise 
diminishing the size of the vessel with which it is introduced. 
On the contrary, a stent is designed to maintain or expand an 
opening, rather than to reconfigure to a contracted state after 
insertion. 

Accordingly, it appears that Hojeibane fails to teach the 
primary content of the invention of claim 1, but rather teaches 
in an opposite direction. 

Enteneuer also provides a stent which is implantable in a 
body lumen and is radially expandable to open the lumen in which 
blood flow would otherwise be occluded. Rather than self- 
cinching, the stent of Enteneuer is typically expanded to 
maintain or increase flow through a body vessel. 

The teachings of Hojeibane and Euteneuer appear not to 
teach or suggest the invention defined in amended claim 1, 
inasmuch as both references pertain to stents which serve a 
different purpose then Applicants' apparatus for reducing mitral 
regurgitation and are directed to devices which are expandable, 
rather than self -cinching . 

The self-cinching feature is discussed in the specification 
on pages 22 and 23. 

Accordingly, claim 1 appears to now be in allowable 
condition and allowance thereof is respectfully requested. 

Claims 2-4, each depend from claim 1 and would appear to be 
allowable, at least through dependency. 
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Claim 5 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
unpatenable over Hojeibane in view of Euteneuer and further in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 6,210,432 - Solem et al. Claim 5 
depends from claim 4 which, in turn, depends from claim 1. It 
therefore appears that claim 5 should be deemed allowable, at 
least through dependency. 

Claim 12 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
unpatentable over Solem in view of Hojeibane. Claim 12 has been 
amended in much the same manner as claim 1 and is therefore 
believed to be allowable over Solem and Hojeibane. 

In summary, allowance of claims 1-5 and 12 is most 
respectfully requested. 

In the event that any additional fees may be required to be 
paid in connection with this submission, please charge the same, 
or credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 16-0221. 

Thank you. 
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